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The Pelton Trial Leaves
Most Questions Unanswered

BALTIMORE

f)"} By STEPHEN ENGELBERG
‘ NE of the most dramatic moments in a murder'
’ trial occurs when the prosecution shows pic-:
! tures of the bloodied victim. The sobering tab-
leas — the dead body, the family quietly sob-
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' as evidence case.
P ot vl s timore trial of Ronald W. Pel-’
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' a8 the prosecutors in the Pelton case called to the witness -
: stand three officials of the National Security Agency, for
| which M. Peiton once worked. One of the most secretive
* arms of the Government, the agency is responsible for in- .
: tercepting and decoding all types of communications.

| The witnesses referred to operations at issue in the

‘case only as Projects A, B, C, D and E. Even the code
'names were not mentioned. The witnesses talked in
vagus terms about ““‘a specific set of equipment’’ used to
‘eavesdrop an “‘a particular communications link."”’ The
i jury heard about unspecified locations and episodes.
 Much of the discussion was in hypothetical terms.
Vague though the testimony was, the classified infor-

ion the testimony, urging reporters to consider ‘‘very,
?'very carefully” any plan to use material ‘‘beyond the in-
focmation reisased at the trial.” .

l As civil liberties gzoups and
.1 anger to the urusual

reacted with

warging :
? —-w theeats Jast month that news or-
trial — which followed ol

| ganizations might be
!sumt::ognumedormhlormaum from other
| sources — General Odom and Mr. Casey appeared to
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- back off. Mr. Casey, for example, said that officials had
-not “‘made ourselves always as clear as we might be’’ .
and denied any intent to “scuttle the First Amendment.”

Mr. Peiton, a mid-level technician who was paid
im.SUlyur,leﬂﬂnmuﬂtyumcymlm.mpm
cution charges that six months later — in Janaury 1960 —
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country’s ability to intercept Soviet communications. Ac-
,cording to the prosecutors, Mr. Pelton met with Soviet
;umuatMmmmlmmmwy
i flown to Vienna twice for extensive debriefings. .
! Nearly all of the evidence against Mr. Peiton has

fcomeh'ommtmmhcmldetotwoagmuofﬂnl"ed-
emlBuuuoflnvuﬂnﬂonlmyur.Hndefmhw-‘

elicited by tr .mthn the statements
were elicl ckery produced
cross-examination Government testimony that some
classified material could be disclosed without harm.

| Under the espionage laws, the Government need not

' prove that an accused spy damaged national security.

i The laws require only a showing that the individual had

‘‘reason to believe” that the information provided could

be used to the advantage of a foreign power or to harm

the United States. .

; William P. Crowell Jr., the senior official in charge
‘of N.S.A.’s branch for and decoding Soviet
, communications, tried in his to outline the
: that would be caused by Mr. Peiton’s alleged
' revelation to the Soviet Union of Projects A, B, C, D and
'E. He also explained the possible significance of telling
i Soviet agents about a 1978 report Mr. Peiton wrote de-
iscribing how much the agency knows about the charac-
| teristics of many of the signals it intercepts, contending
|thntthumateﬂdwouldhelpthe Russians secure their
|eommunludom from American eavesdropping.
'imprecise Pinpoints
M. Pelton has been described in testimony as a man
| with an extraordinary memory for technical details, but:
immotherﬂnnﬂ\esmulmutowhomheallegedly
talked or Mr. Peiton himself can say how much of the 60-
'page document, written in 1978, he was able to recall in
Tmoetingsthntdlegedlytookplaeeoneandtwoyun
‘later. Mr. Crowell acknowledged that Mr. Pelton had
been several hundred miles off in pinpointing in inter-
views with F.B.1. agents the site of a Soviet communica-:
itions link intercepted in Project A. -
i But, Mr. Crowell said, even information that inaccu-

;rate would have been sufficient to help the Soviet Union

.identify the site and take countermeasures.

|  How could Soviet technicians do so? .

i Like many other questions, that one was left unan-

\swered as the prosecution concluded its case.




